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3 3T«RJ5t, 2001 
Tt. 99/2001— 

misRT.fk. 753(31).—’srrfM^iTft ,%\$ sfa#rffig?Kr: 
it jfo s r kkfe, -ait 1975 (i975^5i)^-q^34;jtpft%^irfW u 2523.21 % arndu an?ft f, % 

^ror%wwf, arornirw, 'qmi l ^i ) HKh5r22 T wrd, 2001 k‘ wfifraarran4 Tw 
■P r^^rr^f fo— 

(i) 3?k ftPT ^ '4TOT *f?t T%\$Z *RT fklfa Tp*? 3 ^ ^f>km Tt Pt)4l TRlt 

v.ii) *rrofhr ^5) oiR^'ti ^ 5^1 °b) an*) aik ^>r 73?m^; 

aik arfkftm Ttrf'wtk % Pr^if % 3TraK ^ wpr k htot % ^rsm, ararwr, ’iPTll,i5rs3,'3ws(i), 

TTTfhsi 14 ^T, 2001 k'm^T.Pi. 435(54), TTT^Sr 14^p, 2001 SET SWilferfl W WfiR%kra *HT?TC (TPIPTfWl) ^ Wfk*pRT 
k. 64/2001 -kfal^Wi, tufkj 14 2001 '5RT affair ^97 3TpklPnT ft^TT «TT; 

5^3rf!rf^3nfk4nf) , HTO%'ti'!iM^ «rii«iu<ji "hfii, tstsi irrftuao atw, 2001 k y twftifl arkl arP^rProrif%arrett 
■44 Pr°ki Tt ? Ikf 

(i) RTOT^Pf^3R%^IHI-4'*5?*T'k'^ I T'^pi' t R'f^ 5 1T T Fir'l; 

(ii) Vudl*! otil'i ^ % a]k aftt Hjfir ?)') tBnti %; 

(iii) ^^ 

sik (mfej nrapif ■kt ’isAfpi, "3R ^ yfJrmfet P^k*4 kk tkrcnJi wr ®Pt^t y<iciR u i) Pew, 

i 995 %‘Pmi 5 %« i RP^i^H^ w«w^NT^r, hh kWa (5$ ^*54*1*1k ^ ■'pPrakk*ftip> to^P pr 

t Prok PiHfHRsm wf wPmf; 
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(i) 100 sipq *fl[^ah qft T femfry p wr arrow wtff #w ; 

(ii) -^nf, tt«?t ■cpts^tt■ anmiwf TrTnr; 

(iii) yfwn ^i<ih *ft j q m<a Cqreft) sk i #tt i 

afa aiMftw <9 hi w?, w< 

frfro$; 

3TW:, STT, %rfrw tK^K, TWW Wro ( Trf&W wft TW *TH, WTr'R sRlHlHiW frmfmT 'Sfl't T-i'48'1 W*n 

qrfft-apr firor, %firor is -qrr 20 %rim wfew www wNn^ya pIffo aifiiPi*w mi 9i?4^m(i) 3 ^( 5 ) wtr 

grftrfgTT -Blft w nft %Trjqwf¥^fr3TroTTT^^3ia?ft^ tir 4% ^H(l)^‘•Rifat ^nf^' 
‘*jjm: oniRifl *11 Wt Pi , m[Ri<TT 37T Vim if oihiRki oflt m<. u I) %TWH (2) iiRin Ptsfci'ftf T»Ki Pi^fRlfl 3*W £R4i 

CTfrlfrroT4(5 (j[) 3| ~3 4<?IW ^f. 2523.21 SPPfw 3TP) WTcft ^51^3 4)i<’’)-'S <rTl*7<i T?7RT WT TR JtRlWllciT *JJWT> TrfbfrFtW 

wRtft t, ^ w wW[ % wv (3) 3 ^fooftrr 1 1 

TTRWft 



Rwfflty '®FT TFT 

ir (wd^'EimTtfinft. cFt) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

yM 

TPft frrcfafi (ftramw 3TT <3m T). 

32 


W Tftfre its 


■^TFT 

^pftfrmfnTT 

38 


TKjsfi ■$. w 3 tht2Nt' titjwr $ftR*K4 $rt RmlRiti tww $ftrr srftrfiroi %’34vfH rt. 

2523.21 % 3T<pfw sn^t nn$ wjTse hI-WstMt t r hRihi<h ^jwwt a#rctf*rw wfrtr spr 

(i) tfU^iph <ti)*RI 1OO3OT0afl'£rerc3# dM4«h TW 7l WRT t, 3T«TO 


(ii) arrow <b$, q T fM f H wfr#r, yqjw«n »iw i 4 h<<i i eT 3 w^f $, ami 

(iii) yrw, far ^ £few wit water % 30 fipff y iw h wV 1 w Trrer mr (tet# ) srt wtff fr 

2. ^3rP^Hi%3T#r3Tftrdf^i?firqif^'^^aT#R3rfflvi«H ^jw%3tffriWwwftwifter : fr ) wrfw 14 "sp, 2001 
^ y i)n rf) j fl ^dYr Varda ttww fam ^Trfrwr i 

HP^fafnar. — W3TfrRJWTT% %%* ftPrqtlTR qq e)'fl '3?t ’3etfl Eflni^C^ti Sttepmu, ^ RUT 14 c fc) vlH^KI (3) % tao 
(q>) % 44<si-8 (i) % 3)^4 >|(f«TO4) «t>l t »K^ '^'I, 4< 'Jlld 'qf) T l!? 'IKCl ■q<. c tiK% I^ITI *1^K?l t l ( 

f^wr) srftr^nr^ faFiRf'eqftTnf^ ^r%si'^nwV'fci^'^FTiT ni’Oo'WpVH Rn+j oi<l<a^pt , 8*w 

'RflTfTw^t qRF46 %3T^ H -S^Tfq”3R^tf«P*ri'3TTWr'|l 

[m U 354/27/2001-^mr^]- 

» 

wlci'fl, hITh 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

NonpiCAnoN 
New Delhi, the 3rd October, 2001 
No. 99/2001-CUSTOMS 

G.S.R 7SJ(E). WHEREAS in the matter of import of white portland cement falling under 
sub 7 heading No. 2523.21 of the First Schedule to die Customs Tariff Act, 1975(51 of 1975), originating 
in, or exported from, the UAE and Iran and imported into India, the designated authority vide its 
preliminary findings, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 22 nd 
February, 2001, had come to the conclusion that- 

(a) White cement has been exported to India from UAE and Iran below its normal value ; 
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(b) the Indian industry has suffered injury and is being threatened with further injury ; 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the designated authority, the Central 
Government had imposed an anti dumping duty vide notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance( Department of Revenue) No 64/2001-Customs dated 14 th June 2001, published in 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary Part II, Section 3, Sub section (i) vide G.S. R 435 (E) dated the 14 th 
June, 2001; 

AND WHEREAS the designated authority vide its final findings , published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary Part I, Section 1, dated the 30 th August, 2001 has come to the conclusion that- 

(a) white Cement has been exported to India from UAE and Iran below its normal value 

(b) the Indian industry has suffered injury and is facing threat of more injury; and 

(c) the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from subject countries, 

AND WHEREAS M/s. Ras A1 Khaimah Co, for White Cement & Construction Materials, UAE , 
have given an undertaking under rule 15 of the Customs Tariff ( Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 with 
respect to their exports of white cement to India, on the following three conditions , namely - 

a) the Co?t Insurance Freight price shall not be less than US$ 100 per MT ; 

b) the imports ihall be through the Ports of Chennai, Tuticorin, Cochin, Mumbai and Kandla ; 

c) the payment shan be made by Letter of Credit payable within 30 days from date of Bill of Lading, 

AND the Designated Authority has accepted the aforesaid undertaking given by Ms Ras A1 
Khaimah Co. for White Cement & Construction Materials, UAE; 

Now, therefore in exercise of tuC powers conferred by sub-sections(l) and (5)of section 9A of 
the said Customs Tariff Act, read with rule? 18 and 20 of the said Customs Tariff ( Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, the Central Government, on the basis of the £nal findings of the designated authority, hereby 
imposes on white portland cement falling under sub-heading No. 2523.21 of the said Customs Tariff Act, 
originating in or exported from the countries specified in columh(l) of the Table annexed hereto, by the 
exporters specified in column(2) of the said Table, and imported into Jndia, an anti-dumping duty at the 
rates specified in column(3) of the said Table. 


TABLE 


Name of the Country 

Name of the exporter 

Rate ( US S per MT) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

UAE 

All exporters excluding 
M/s. Ras Al Khaimah Co. 
for White Cement & 
Construction Materials 

32 

Iran 

All exporters 

38 


Provided that an anti dumping duty shall be imposed on white portland cement falling under sub¬ 
heading No. 2523.21 of the said Customs Tariff Act, when exported by M/s. Ras AI Khaimah Co. for 
White Cement & Construction Materials, UAE if - 
a) the Cost Insurance Freight price is less than US$ 100 per MT ; or 
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b) the mports are not through the ports of Chennai, Tuticorin, Cochin, Mumbai and Kandla ; or 

c) the payment is not by Letter of Credit payable within 30 days from the date of Bill of Lading, 

in terms of the undertaking given to the designated authority by the said M/s. Ras A1 Khaimah Co. for 
White Cement & Construction Materials, UAE, 

2. The anti-dumping duty imposed under this notification shall be levied with effect from the date of 
imposition of provisional duty i.e 14 th June 2001 and shall be payable in Indian currency. 

Explanation Foi the purposes of this notification, the rate of exchange applicable for the purposes of 
calculation of such anti-dumping duty shall be the rate, \V.hich is specified in the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of FinancefDepartinent of Revenue) issued from time to time, in 
exercise of the powers under sub-clause (i) of clause(a) of sub-section [3) of section 14 of the Customs 
Act, 1962( 52 of 1962) and the relevant date for determination of the rate of exchange shall be the date of 
presentation of the “bill of entry" under section 46 of the said Customs Act. 


[F. No. 354/27/2001-TRU] 
G.D. LOHAM, Under Secy. 


M 3 2001 

Tf. 100/2001— 

__ W.1R.R7540T),—WTTR, ftfftfi | infer ft) ^ xr 

^ ™ I5DT ^ ^ ^ ifefn, 1995 4) ftRTF 10 ft ftftcT 

■OTF arwfw?. 1975^ 11975 TT 51 I ft) MRT 9Ti ft) WF4RT , 2 | HcpfT Vlfftlftr 4>T tfftft ^ftl 

^ ^ f^TTi ft) orfSR^rrrr ft 0 64/2001-7^^. mftTa 14 

2001 ItfUFTfft 435 |3T|, 14 2001 | eft, ^ «nrfT ft %4ET XfiR ft t ftt ftf) 

ft Ij;4 ft) T]ft tjt ftraft fftir gtf) ft ftm fftm w sir 1 


NOTIFICATION 


[TIT. ft. 354/27/2001-ftsTET] 
ftf.ftr. fttfift, 3m: nffti 


New Delhi, the 3rd October, 2001 
No. 100/2001-CUSTQMS 

G.S.R 754(E). [ n exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975) read with rule 13 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, the Central Government hereby rescinds the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 64/2001-Customs, dated the 14 th June, 2001, 
published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) vide G.S.R. No.' 
435(E), dated the 14* June, 2001, except as respects things done or omitted to be done before such 
rescission. 


[F. No. 354/27/2001-TRU] 
G.D. LOHAM, Under Secy 
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